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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Applicant contends that the last amendment to claim 1 distinguishes 
it over the prior art in that both inventions are complete opposites. The present invention increases the DSV in the 
original, which is not in the copy. Hogan teaches increasing the DSV in the copy to prevent the disc from being read. 
The examiner agrees that this feature of the amendment distinguishes the invention over the prior art. A response to 
the final rejection reiterating these arguments will be filed by applicant in due course. 



